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1	Introduction
In [1], RAN4 provides a response to the RAN1 LS [2] on PDCCH-ordered RACH for a neighbour cell. In this contribution, we discuss the reply LS.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
In [2], RAN1 asked questions about the time gap between a PDCCH order and the corresponding PRACH transmission:
B. Time gap between a PDCCH order and the corresponding PRACH transmission
RAN1 discussed the time gap between a PDCCH order and the corresponding PRACH transmission for LTM. RAN1 believes that this will require that the time gap is increased at least for the following scenario
· For PDCCH-order based PRACH on a candidate cell that is not a current serving cell with PUCCH/PUSCH or inter-frequency with the current serving cell
RAN1 relies on RAN4: 
· to verify the need for the above additional latency and, if so, the corresponding value is needed.
· to investigate any impact/interruption on UL Tx of serving cell due to the PRACH Tx on a candidate cell that is not a current serving cell with PUCCH/PUSCH
· to verify the need for any update is required to ΔBWPSwitching, ΔDelay if so, the corresponding values and whether UE capability is needed
Potential RAN1 spec update will be based on RAN4’s feedback.

In [1], RAN4 proposes that the corresponding delay requirements for a PDCCH-ordered RACH procedure towards a neighbour cell would be captured in TS 38.213, just as for the legacy PDCCH-ordered RACH procedure. The relevant paragraph in TS 38.213 is quoted below: 
Excerpt from TS 38.213, clause 8.1:
If a random access procedure is initiated by a PDCCH order, the UE, if requested by higher layers, transmits a PRACH in the selected PRACH occasion, as described in [11, TS 38.321], for which a time between the last symbol of the PDCCH order reception and the first symbol of the PRACH transmission is larger than or equal to  msec, where 
-	 is a time duration of  symbols corresponding to a PUSCH preparation time for UE processing capability 1 [6, TS 38.214] assuming  corresponds to the smallest SCS configuration between the SCS configuration of the PDCCH order and the SCS configuration of the corresponding PRACH transmission 
-	 if the active UL BWP does not change and  is defined in [10, TS 38.133] otherwise 
-	 msec for FR1 and  msec for FR2
-	 is a switching gap duration as defined in [6, TS 38.214] 
For a PRACH transmission using 1.25 kHz or 5 kHz SCS, the UE determines  assuming SCS configuration .

RAN4 proposed the following changes to the existing components of the delay:
 – not needed. In our understanding, the delay component will be captured in   described below,
  - no change
RAN4 also proposed the following new components of the delay:
 
· If the SSB index indicated in PDCCH order is in the active TCI state list, and measurement period of L1-RSRP is no larger than 160ms,  
· If the SSB index indicated in PDCCH order is not in the active TCI state list, and measurement period of L1-RSRP is no larger than 160ms,  
· Otherwise, 
  
· [bookmark: _Hlk143837117]For the case of PRACH bandwidth of neighbor cell is within active UL BWP,   
· For the case of PRACH bandwidth outside active UL BWP but within one of configured UL BWPs of any active serving cell, ∆RF/BB_preparation is DCI based BWP switching delay specified in clause 8.6 of TS 38.133 
· For the case of PRACH bandwidth of neighbor cell is not within any of the configured UL BWPs of any active serving cell,   
Based on the feedback from RAN4, even though RAN4 has not provided values for all the delay components, we propose to capture the structure of the requirement in TS 38.213:
[bookmark: _Toc146706286]Capture the structure of the final delay requirements of PDCCH ordered RACH towards a candidate cell in clause 8.1 in TS 38.213.
A text proposal is provided in [3].
Conclusion
Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	Capture the structure of the final delay requirements of PDCCH ordered RACH towards a candidate cell in clause 8.1 in TS 38.213.
[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]
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